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Main Street Centre, zsrd Floor
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,;,Richmond, v1tginia 23219

Rb;"e Potomac Yard Site . - - ' '
ta' city of Alexandrie and Arlington CQunty, vtrginia

: 'Dear Mr. SIagley. S

‘  This purpose of this letter 1s to document EPA's resporise to-
aseveral issues raised by nespondent and Respondent’s contractor, .
. ETI during a telephone conversaticens since November 1, 1994,

~ facsimile dated November 7, 1994 from Mr. Chuck Flippo of ETI to

Jeffrey Dodd, EPA Regicn III and letter dated November 9, 1994 :
from Channing Martin of Williams, Mullen, Christian & Dobbins to

- Karen Melvin, U.S. EPA Region III. fThe issues relate te

additional sampling at the Site and modifications to the Work

- Plan Addendum as specified in EPA’s letter to Respondent dated

. October 25, 1994. EPA’s response to each of the issues are ‘
-specified belcw.' 1 : o = : o o

- 1.7;fnorth Tail Biesed Bample Locations

As specified in EPA's letter to Respondent dated
October 25, 1994, &0ll sample BN28,25C.5~-1 and A
.- BN28,25C,.5-2 must.be cocllected and analyzed for TCL
 Organics (except VOCs) and TAL Metals. 'The collection
" " "of soil samples BN21.5A.75-1 and BN21 5A. 75-2 may be
; omitted ‘at this time.,‘

"z.:;'uonitorinq wells uw-wz/xw-vz - Analytical Perametera

Since the purpose of these wells is to define the - ,
. extent of kerosene contamination’detected in Mw- 7,
- ground water samples from these 2 wells need not’ be L
' collected and analyzed for TCL Organics and TAL Metals.
‘at this time. However, if any petroleum product is = .
encountered in either or both of these wells, samples .
-must be collected to determine the nature ef the

| _‘contamination.v‘
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tneep G:ound wnte: Sanple - Analytical Pa:ameters

‘]As specitied in EPA's letter dated. Octobe: 25, 1994, '.‘
'ground water collected from the lower aquifer must be
analyzed for the full 1list of TCL Organlcs and IAL o

Hetals (total and filtered).-

vub:th !all Ground water Banpllng

- Since a ground vatar sanple collected tron nonitoring B
~ ~wall HS-3 (MW=-43) was analyzed for TCL Organics and TAL
Matals in 1992 under the original extent of

'-contaninatlon’study (ECS)- work plan, a ground water =~ -
sample need not be collected for analysis as specified o

'in EPA’s October 25, 1994 letter. However, a ground

"' water sample from monitoring well ES-3 must be

collected and analyzed tor TCL Organics (excapt VOCs

-~ and PAHS).

5. o
2 As previously specitled by BPA, all ground vater'and

- will be necessary to £

G:ound Water !lltcrlng Procodu:oa St

surface water samples collacted for the determination-:

sampla collection and prior to preservation in

" accordance with EPA Rezion III guidancae. Theref&re, it
lter and preserve.tha samples 1n

. the' fleld priar to shipment to the laboratary. i

_ neep éround Iatur xonltoring well Installatlon ‘
lAs speclfled in EPA‘S letter dated Octcber 25, 1994,

the deep ground water sample must ba collected atter

'*:the installation of a monitoring well located

downgradient of MW-27, i.e,, collecticn of ground water -

‘from the lower aquifer using direct push technology
-~ (DPT) 1is unacceptable.u Howaver, DPT may used in the & .
_ collection of a ground water screening sample above the
aquitard collected to detaermine 1f elevated =
concentrdtions of contanlnation may be present prlor to

installation of the monitoring well into the lower -

" ‘aquifer. Respondent has proposed to place the lower

aquifer monitoring well downgradient of MW=-27 on tha

' Potomac River sidae of the "hump", approximataly 200

- feat downgradient of MW-27. The proposed location of |

- .as long as there is no ground water divide between MW= °

tha lower agquifar monitoring well is acceptabla to EPA

'~ 27 and the proposed location of the lower aquifer’

;nonitoring wall, =~ The lower aquiter monltoring well o

\
A

.1A8192356:

v .

;’A .
; lvd .

of dissolved metals pust be filtered immediately after
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| ‘must be pleced in the same ground:water regime N
) downgradient of HWb27. : ,

Bleveted Levels of contanination N !f<_‘ y

. S )
'lly‘

A

:,_Respondent has requested EPA to define the term S
' %elevated levels of contamination® which would cause =~

termination of the drilling of the.lower aquifer

- rzonitoring well. EPA cannot provide a specific number .

with respect to analyte concentrations which EPA
considers to be elevated. However, in general,

concentration(s) of contanminants in the part per -

" million (ppm) range may indicate "eleyated levels of
- contamination®, whereas contaminants found in the low

- part per bllllon (ppb) range may not be considered

elevated. The ground wvater screening sample data’

‘collected above the agquitard must be submitted to the
' EPA Project Coordinator prior to completion or -

abandonment of the well. Determination of elevated
levels of contaminatien above the aquitard and henoe
determination of the decisicn to proceed with'

‘installation of the lower agquifer monitoring well or to
relocate the lower aquifer monitoring well to a o

. different position must be coordinated with the EPA
'Project Coordinator and/or his authorized designated
-representetlve..; : , o

“Map' '-Plete 8/ uw-s | o .
’EPA concurs with Respondent's observation that MW—G is .

located within the Potomac Greens area of the site, and

B therefore, the location of MW-6 should not be depicted:

on Map Plate 8 which details existing and proposed

’ »ground water sampllng 1ooations in Area A-l....

‘Risx Basod concentration :or xylene 3

o EPA concurs with respondents observation that the -

residential scil risk based concentration (REC) for

"ﬂ'xylene(s)-total is 160,000 mg/Kg, and not 16,000 ng/Kg

as previcusly stated. in EPA’sS letter dated. Ootober 25,

1994. - Therefore, nc change in Table 5 and J-1 of the -

Work plan Addendum is required.. EPA’s comment
concerning the xylene RBC in the.October 25, 1994

. letter was based on an earlier version of the RBC table
‘ whioh listed the xylene soil RBC ‘as 16, ooo mg/Kq.r -
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”rroposed Honitoring iolls xear xwa37 S :fﬁ-r.-.’

EPA has. no objecticn to the numbering of the prnpcsed
two (2) new monitoring wells near MW-27 as MW-68 and

MW=-69 to stay consistent with the current: numbering ot
- ground water sampling points. B

xcological nisx Assessnont - Vbriticatien aanpling .
Raespondent. reguested clarlrication regarding

~verification sampling of the Potomac Rivar, rour uile
Run and other habitats, e.g., Potomac Greens that may

o
_J’. ﬂ

recaive or have received contamination from the Site. ,;5 

"EPA may require verification sampling of the Potomac

Rivaer, Four Milae Run, and other habitats, a.g., Potomac -
Greens, that may receive or have recaived contamination .
from the sita in the past at the conclusion of the risk

' assessment or after implementaticn of any source

 -page 10 of EPA’s October 23, 1994 letter is modified to -
- reflect that EPA nmay requira veritication sampling as

It y

contact

N Sincerely,

control measures as a result of an EE/CA, if one is
' warranted.  The £ifth sentence of Comment K located on’

described abuve.-r‘

ou have any questions regarding this 1etter, pleasa
me at (304) 234-0254. ,

Tty Lo .. .
S g e o R K

: ay W. Dodd, OSC/EPA Project cOordinator 1-5,-‘L~
. U 8. EPA Region III Remaval Enforcement Section '

Karen Halvin, U S. EPA Region III. Ren. Ent. Sect. (SEWSS)
' j Gane Wingert, U. S. EPA, VA/WV Rem. Sect (3HW41l)
- Willianm Skrabak, Alexandria Health Department .
. Joan Becker, Arlington County Health Department
. Tom Modena, VDEQ-Richmond .
- Cynthia 3ale, VDEQ-Woodbridge A

'f-' %ck Plippo, ETI S

L tites potoue
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